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In reply to the April 15, 2004 Restriction Requirement, Applicant hereby elects 
Group II, claims 3, 4, 12, 13, 20, 21 and 25. The election is made with traverse . 

First, Applicant respectfully submits that the Restriction Requirement at this stage of 
prosecution is not appropriate because the Patent Office has issued an Office Action 
examining the claims from all of the Groups of claims. As indicated in MPEP 704.01 and 
706.04, "foil faith and credit should be given to the search and action of the previous Examiner 
unless there is a clear error. ..." As an Office Action has issued on the claims from all Groups, 
the Patent Office has demonstrated that the alleged groupings of claims can be examined 
together, and has in fact already done so. 

Second, it is respectfolly submitted that the subject matter of all pending claims is 
sufficiently related that a thorough search for the subject matter of any one Group of claims 
would (and already has) necessarily encompass(ed) a search for the subject matter of the 
remaining claims. Thus, it is respectfolly submitted that a search and examination of the entire 
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application could be (and has been) performed without serious burden. MPEP §803 states 
that "if the search and examination of the entire application can be made without serious 
burden, the examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it includes claims to 
independent or distinct inventions". As the Patent Office already has examined claims firom all 
Groups, it is respectfully submitted that there is no undue burden on the Patent Office to 
continue examining all alleged groupings of claims. 

The Patent Office is requested to act on all pending claims as set forth in the 
January 5, 2004 Supplemental Amendment. The Patent Office also is requested to consider 
the information submitted with the December 15, 2003 Information Disclosure Statement. 

Withdrawal of the Restriction Requirement and further examination are eamestly 
solicited. 
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